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REMARKS 


The purpose of iliis submittal is to supplement the response filed March 24, 2003. 
The undersigned wishes to thank Examiner Politzer for the helpful and courteous interview 
that was conducted at Examiner Politzer 's office on April 2, 2003 ► At the interview, 
Applicants were provided the opportunity to discuss the invention as defined in the claims 
and to discuss the manner in which the invention is patentably distinguishable over the 
prior art. As di$cu5sed during the interview, the combined teaching of the prior art fails to 
disclose, teach or render obvious a vehicle gas emission analyzer system including a gas 
analyzer system having at least two analyzer components, one of die analyzer components 
operating at a particular temperature and another of the analyzer components operating at 
an elevated temperature dial is higher than said particular temperature and a housing for the 
gas analyzer system which defines at least two internal zones. The at least two interna] 
zones are commonly enclosed by the housing. One of the analyzer components is in one of 
die internal zones and the other of the analyzer components is in another of the internal 
zones. The at least two zones are at different operating temperatures* 

At the interview. Examiner Politzer requested that Applicants either set forth the 
particular location in the specification where support is found or amend the specification to 
import therein the elements of the followmg claims: 23, 34, 43, 59, 60, 72 and 73. In 
response to Examiner Politzer's request, th? application was carefully reviewed. The 
•^probe" in claim 23 is disclosed at least on page 12, lines 18 and 20, The **temperature at 
or above 170** C** in claim 34 is disclosed at least on page 1 1 , line 27. The examples of 
the at least two analyzer components in claim 43 are disclosed at least on page 2, lines 1 7- 
22. The dividing wall of claim 59 and the two internal zones being opened to each other of 
claim 60 are disclosed on page 14, lines 13 and 14, 

Claims 72 and 73 are amended to improve their clarity. The specification is 
amended on page 1 1 , line 33, in order to hiiport the subject matter of claim 73 therein. 
Because the subject matter claun of 73 was included in originally filed claim 13, nc) tiew 
matter is being added. Examiner Politzer requested clarification of the subject matter of 
claim 60. Examiner Politzer' s attention is respectfully directed to the disclosure on page 
14, from lines 12-16. 
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II is believed that all of the questions raised by Examiner Pulitzer during the 
mterview have been addressed. If all of tlie questions have not been addressed or if 
Examiner Politxer ha$ any further qiiestions, it is requested that he place a telephone call to 
the undersigned attorney. 

Respectfully submitted, 
ANDREW R. READING ET AL. 


By: Van Dyke, Gardner, Linn 
& Burkhart, LLP 


Dated: April 22, 2003. 
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